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Curtain: With the ation. Py oy Cohn, and the shakedown in the staff of the investigations 
committee, the Army-McCar fflair draws to a close. Due to an alleged Republican, Senator Potter, 
who voted with the Democrats, a “house cleaning” has resulted. The Communists and their allies, the 
“liberals,” have won a notable battle. But the basic conflicts underlying the whole affair cannot die. 


Politically, it stands as a victory for the Dewey machine (which, we understand, has its tentacles 
as far west as Indiana and Nebraska). This apparatus decided to make war on McCarthy at the famous 
secret conference of January 21 — attended by Lodge, Sherman Adams, Hagerty and Rogers. Why 
was the decision made at that particular time? Because McCarthy was about te unbare a scandal in 
the Army Department connected with such affairs as the honorable discharge of “Fifth Amendment” 
Peress. Why McCarthy? Because he loomed as a spearhead of the midwestern “Taft” wing of the 
Republican party, which Dewey aspires to destroy completely. Why did they deem this a necessary job? 
To protect the Truman holdover bureaucracy which has its links with New York, Dewey’s territory. 


The red trail always winds back to New York City, part of which the Dewey machine must hold to 
keep power in the state. Dewey must — or thinks he must — cater to the left-of-center elements in 
the metropolis. Hence the extraordinary appeasement of the left, of — indeed — the Communists, ‘the 
fulcrum of the left. This is one of the most ominous and sinister aspects of the affair. Of course, this 
strategy is not necessary to beat the Democrats. Ike won New York state over the solid opposition of 
these left elements, by the support of American constructive elements in the state. But Dewey thinks 
he knows better. 

This is one thought-provoking lesson of the affair and it runs deep in the political roots of both 
parties. This is why the Taft following craves a leader, cries for Bricker to stand up and fight. This 









is why, in the Democratic party, Governor Lausche received the news spotlight last week —- a Demo- 
cratic politician with an appeal to many conservatives. The problem of New York — that is the prob- 
lem which both sound Democrats and Republicans must face if the republic is to survive. 


On the constitutional plane, the affair has equally unhappy implications. The Department of the 
Army (now controlled by holdovers of previous administrations, although presided over by an amiable 
but inexperienced Rotarian) has no constitutional status. It is the creation of the Legislative branch of 
the government. According to the Constitution, it is not only the right but the duty of the Legislative 
branch to investigate all departments of the Executive branch, including the Department of the Army. 
When Sen. McCarthy sought to uncover the “sensitive spot” in the Army Department, all the political 
apparatus that runs the Eastern political power, plus the Truman holdovers in the Department of the 
Army, went into action. The Legislative branch surrendered its constitutional position by holding the 
Army hearings and has ended up — as a result of the incredible Potter — by taking an abject posture 
before its own creature, the Department of the Army. This is the present crack in the “checks and bal- 
ances,” as ominous as other surrenders of the Legislature to the Roosevelt and Truman Executive assau]ts 
on the Constitution. 


Army-McCarthy Hearings: What is grass roots sentiment on the merits of the recent Army-McCarthy 
hearings? A straw in the wind is a “straw poll” conducted by the Watertown Daily Times, an impor- 
tant paper in northern New York. This paper is avowedly anti-McCarthy and. regularly features such 
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syndicated anti-McCarthy columnists as the Alsops and Marquis Childs. The close of the poll was 
reported in the issue of July 10 under the headlines “McCarthy Easy Winner in Poll.” It says: 


“Of those participating in the poll, 58.1 per cent felt that McCarthy had the better case in his dis. 
pute with the Army, while only 41.9 per cent subscribed to the Army view.” On a question as to the 
readers’ opinion of the Wisconsin figure before and after the poll, the results were similarly favorable 
to McCarthy. “It appears clear,” says the paper, “that those who were undecided before the hearings 
became, in the main, adherents of the Senator after watching, hearing or reading about the hearings,” 
The Times mournfully concludes, in an editorial on the outcome, that “McCarthy sentiment in these 
Northern counties is greater than some of us thought was the case.” 


A reaction in another up-state New York area is interesting. Saugerties is a small industrial town 
in the mid-Hudson region. Editorially, the Saugerties Daily Post had this to say on June 14th: “A 
majority of the newspapers in the country, it appears, are out to give McCarthy the ‘business’ and don’t 
seem to mind the fact that the public has a ringside seat for the maneuver. Recently we watched one 
of the sessions on television. The next morning, we read an account of the same session in one of the 
metropolitan newspapers. We marvelled at the audacity of the reporter and his paper in printing such 
a ‘falsified account, so slanted that even a child could see the object. . . . Eventually, these journalistic 
crooks will do McCarthy more good than harm.” Perhaps the Saugerties writer offers an instructive 
lesson to his colleague on the Watertown Times. 


The Press: Certainly, as the above item suggests, the press with some exceptions scarcely emerged 
from the Great Affair with honor. Anent this, there’s much talk in New York City (according to our 
correspondents) about the recent New York World-Telegram (Scripps-Howard paper) series of articles 
blasting McCarthy. But one member of the Scripps family rises to protest. Mrs. William Loeb, Jr., 
of Manchester, N. H., granddaughter of the great man who founded the outfit, sent a sizzling wire to 
her brother, Charles E. Scripps, Chairman of the chain, and Jack Howard, President of the papers, 
asserting that the articles on McCarthy were “rotten, biased journalism which would make my grand- 


father, E. W. Scripps, who above all stood for integrity and fair play in the handling of news, turn 
in his grave in disgust and shame.” 


In New York, according to our advices from the advertising and publishing world, there is an 
opinion that “business office policy” dictated the course of these articles on McCarthy, that the World- 
Telegram seeks to “cut in” on the impressive gains made in recent years by one of its competitors in 
the evening field, the New York Post. The latter has done very well by cultivating the large left-of-center 
audience in New York City. Audit Bureau of Circulation figures are very interesting. The Post's 
statement of circulation for the Ist quarter of 1954 shows a gain of 29,809 daily over the same quarter 
in 1951, whereas the World-Telegram shows a loss in the same period as compared with the 1951 figure 
of 42,505. Thus, these circles in New York draw the conclusion that the Scripps paper is seeking to cap- 
ture some of these left-of-center readers at the expense of the Post. 


Case of Case: The movement in New Jersey to supplant Clifford Case as GOP Senatorial nominee 
mounts, as Republicans (and not only in that state) in increasing numbers realize that such “me-too” 
candidates as Case are a liability. Many New Jersey Republicans want to substitute a “unity” candi- 
date for Case, in order to win this seat in November. 


“Does not the stupid attack of your Senatorial candidate upon Senater McCarthy, his playing footsie 
with the left wing Americans for Democratic Action finally convince you that we need a new candidate 
— but fast — if we are to have any hope of winning this Senate seat in November?” asked Mr. James 
P. Selvage, leader of the anti-Case movement, in a letter to the state GOP Chairman. 


Selvage, long prominent both in New Jersey and national Republican politics, added: “Even sup- 
posing only 10 per cent of the voters are favorable to McCarthy, a wary candidate does not slap those 
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voters in the face. Will Case now repudiate the Americans for Democratic Action or does he welcome 
this kind of radical extremist support?” Selvage then went on to remind the State Chairman that Case 
urged two years ago “ that Senator Taft no longer be tolerated in the party,” and asked how Case can 
now demand party loyalty for his own candidacy. 


Selvage cited some of Case’s voting record when he was in the House of Representatives. He voted: 
“Against making the Un-American Activities Committee a permanent committee to fight Communism, 
one of 34 out of 172 Republicans voting; he voted against citing the notorious Corliss Lamont for con- 
tempt, one of 19 out of 166 Republicans voting; he voted to recommit (and thus kill) the Federal Em- 
ployees Loyalty Bill, one of 33 out of 244 Republicans voting; he voted to uphold Truman’s veto of a bill 
to provide stricter screening of subversives and security risks in government, one of 23 out of 193 Repub- 
licans voting.” Thus — “Case voted on anti-Communist issues with a rag-tag minority of Republicans.” 


Not Merely Gossip: As we predicted (March 17 and June 2) Governor Frank Lausche of Ohio is 
looming as a contender for the Democratic Presidential candidacy in 1956, so report a number of 
correspondents covering the meeting of state governors at Bolton’s Landing, N. Y.,.last week... But 
for those who rate integrity, vision and courage above political adeptness, Governor J. Bracken Lee of 
Utah stole the show. He denounced the federal income tax as “socialistic” and said he would demand 
its repeal. The Governor of Wyoming, C. J. Rogers, was the only other executive to agree publicly 
with Lee. (The Utah Governor wrote the introduction to our Contributing Editor, Frank Chodorov’s 


book, The Income Tax: Root of all Evil.) 


@ Watch for a speech before the Veterans of Foreign Wars on August 2 by Senator Knowland, 
in which — it is forecasted — the California man will reiterate his warning that we should get out of 
the UN if that body admits Red China. In the Senate Office Building, boys are dragging great bags 
of mail into Knowland’s office filled with letters (from all over the country) which — it is reported — 
are unanimously favorable to the Majority Leader’s famous stand. One result has been that Knowland 
is being talked about for ’56, supplanting Vice-President Nixon, his fellow Californian. 


More Geneva Gloom: In addition to American political failure at Geneva, labor experts are pointing 
out a little noticed but disastrous defeat for the U.S. in the labor field. Observers say that what hap- 


pened to labor there is only another clear warning of the danger to us of the United Nations and 
its affliated organizations. 


The International Labor Organization (ILO) is the arm of the UN on labor matters. In recént 
years, the ILO has become a hotbed of international radicalism. ILO has prepared literally scores of 
treaties designed to destroy the Constitution and the Bill of Rights and establish in America a socialist 
society run by the nation’s socialist labor bosses. But what happened at Geneva, say observers, pushes 
this course one step further. 


The UN has a rule which provides for automatic membership in the ILO for any UN member 
that desires it. This year Russia decided to invade the ILO. Russia has some 40,000,000 workers 
in bogus trade unions — unions under the iron heel of the Kremlin. The U.S. vigorously opposed 
admission of Russian stooge unions to the ILO but was defeated decisively in the voting of ILO dele- 
gates. ILO was supposed to represent only free trade unions — but now Russian unions have moved 
in and will henceforth play a large role in its policies. So-called allies of the U.S. and the free world 
either ardently championed the admission of the Red unions to ILO, or abstained from voting. 


Back of the vote in the ILO lies a weird and startling tale of Russian labor intrigue in the United 
States. The CIO in America was actually conceived and secretly launched by agents of the Kremlin. 
its success was assured by the support’ of Roosevelt and the New Deal. Roosevelt may not have known 








what he was doing but the fact remains that for a time at least the CIO was controlled by the American 
Communist party, representatives of the Russian Comintern and the chargé d’affaires of the Russian 
Embassy in Washington, Constantine Oumansky. While under Moscow control, the CIO joined the World 
Federation of Trade Unions (also dominated by Moscow)—and with the blessings of the State Department, 


Then a revolt is supposed to have occurred inside the CIO culminating in the expulsion of a num. 
ber of unions for being Red-controlled. CIO also got out of the World Federation of Trade Unions and 
with the AF of L joined the International Confederation of Free Trade Unions theoretically opposed 
to having anything to do with Red unions. But with the admission of Russian trade unions to the ILO, 
free trade unions and the stooge unions of the Kremlin are once more under a common roof. Observers 
who know what is happening say it is time to get the ILO off the payroll of American taxpayers by a 
U.S. withdrawal from this labor arm of the UN. 


The Bridges-Byrd Amendment: This month Senators Bridges and Byrd have joined in introducing 
a constitutional amendment which would require annual balancing of the Federal budget. Deficit spend- 
ing in peacetime would be prohibited. Senator Byrd, who has been fighting unessential expenditures 
for years, points out that in only four of the past 25 years have revenues exceeded expenditures. In 
those 25 years the Congress has appropriated $1,200,000,000,000 and added a quarter of a trillion 
dollars to the public debt, now at an all-time high. 


Senator Bridges points to the close connection between this history and the halved purchasing power 
of our dollar. The way we are going, he says, in another 40 years we shall have a 1214¢ dollar. Per- 
haps the Senator is optimistic. 


There is, of course, no chance that the Congress will do anything about the Bridges-Byrd amend- 
ment this session; and in fact the authors state they expect no action now. Perhaps they don’t really 
expect, even in coming sessions, the adoption of their proposal, but simply wish to point up the problem. 
A constitutional provision for sound finance ought not to be necessary. Congress has the power always 
to make spending and revenues balance. 


But ours is a government of pressure groups, which in recent decades have learned that in union 
— and also unions — there is strength. The farmer, the veteran, the worker, the businessman, the 
banker, the miner, the exporter and all the others regard government subsidy as their right. And too 
many have come to regard Keynesian “compensatory finance” as sound economics — under which 
philosophy, the unbalanced budget is deemed the major weapon against depression. Those of this 
school will not commit the nation to balancing expenditures with taxes. 


Yet, as Sen. Bridges notes, inflationary borrowing is in itself a tax; and “compensatory spending” 
works on a one-way street. That street apparently has no speed limit. 








Dinner for Cohn: A testimonial dinner, one which political observers will be watching carefully 


for strength of McCarthy sentiment, will be staged July 28 for Roy Cohn, former chief counsel to 
the U.S. Senate Investigating Committee. 


Senator McCarthy will be chief speaker at the dinner to be held at New York’s Astor Hotel, 
according to Rabbi Benjamin Schultz, head of the Joint Committee Against Communism, of 220 West 
42nd St., which is staging the affair. 


Says Rabbi Schultz: “Roy Cohn captured the affections of the American people during the late 
hearings. He’s still being attacked, and for only one reason — that he is an effective anti-Communist. 
The people will show him what they think of him at this dinner.” 
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SCRIBES AND PHARISK: 
By FrReDA UTLEY e 


NE OF THE MOST CURIOUS paradoxes of our time is the propensity of the “liberal” 


mind to strain at gnats while swallowing camels whole with relish. Thus we find 
that the very same columnists and commentators, professors and politicians, who denounce 
the “methods” used by McCarthy in exposing and rooting out Communists in govern- 
ment, failed to utter a word of protest when “confessions” were obtained from German 
prisoners of war and civilians by means as forceful as those used upon American prison- 
ers in Korea to compel them to admit to ‘‘war crimes.” 

Similarly, those who protest most loudly at McCarthy’s application of the principle 
of “guilt by association” to Americans and who have consorted with Communists and fol- 
lowed the party line, have regarded the whole German nation as collectively guilty because 
it submitted to the Nazi dictatorship. 

Few, if any of them, denounced the Morgenthau plan, sponsored by President Roose- 
velt, which would have condemned millions of Germans to death by starvation, whether 
or not they bore any responsibility for Hitler’s crimes. Liberals were successful, how- 
ever, in drawing up and implementing our denazification decrees, which carried the 
principle of guilt by association to lengths never dreamed of by Senator McCarthy, by 
penalizing not only all Nazi party members, but also their families and all joiners of Nazi 
fronts. Some 12 million people, out of a total population of 17 million in the U. S. Zone, 
were affected by these decrees which deprived the widows and children of Nazis, and of 
officers above the rank of major, killed at the front, of their pensions; and confiscated the 
property of others guilty by remote association or family relationship. Far from demand- 
ing that guilt should be proved in the case of either the dead or the living, the Joint Chiefs 
of Staff Order No. 1067 instructed the occupation authorities to arrest all persons who had 
held “important” positions in the national and local civil administration (down to and 
including village mayors), and in industry, commerce, agriculture and finance. 

“It may generally be assumed,” said this Washington directive, “that in the absence 
of evidence to the contrary, any persons holding such positions are Nazis, or Nazi sympa- 
thizers.”” Thousands of businessmen and executives were arrested under this order and 
kept for months, or even years, in prison without trial. ‘Thus, in effect,’ as I wrote in 


The High Cost of Vengeance in 1949, ‘‘the United States adopted the Communist theory 
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that ‘capitalists’ were ipso facto National Socialists, and.as late as the fall of 1947 the 
United States Military Government was still holding in prison without trial men whose 


sole crime was that of having been the owners ot industrial enterprises or executives of 
large corporations.” 





























S° GREAT was the influence of Communist sympathizers and pseudo-liberals in America | {St 
at this time that the U. S. Commander in Germany was also ordered to ‘‘take under his | ™Y 
control all property, real and personal, owned or controlled . . . by all persons subject to | W*° 
arrest.”” To reverse the situation it was as if McCarthy had the wish and the power to § YoU 
imprison every socialist or “‘progressive” in America on the assumption that socialism and 
Communism are identical or at least so similar that it makes no difference. 

Today the same people who were silent when we arrested whole categories of Ger- A 
mans, deprived them and their families of their property and denied them the right of trial } rect 
by due process, weep crocodile tears for the victims of “McCarthyism” who take refuge | crit 
behind the Fifth Amendment. These “victims” have nothing more to fear than the loss ff nal 
of their government jobs and possible indictments for perjury. Few of them are likely to J str 
have any difficulty because of their records, in securing other employment with some of J Mi 
the big foundations, or other “liberal”? organizations and publications. mi: 

But the Germans whom we punished without any public hearing, or trial, and with- act 
out any specific charge being leveled against them, experienced hunger, privation and — ju 
misery together with their families. Far from expressing any sympathy for the victims of J an 
“victors’ justice,” our McLiberals were intent on keeping the hate fires burning for our de 
defeated enemies, regardless not only of American concepts of justice and mercy, but 
also of the clear and present danger constituted by the Communists at home and abroad. — Cc 
It is therefore only too natural, and obvious, why they hate Senator McCarthy whose in- lai 
vestigations threaten to expose the hollowness of their claim to be liberal (in the true sense Gi 
of the word). Indeed, every age has its Pharisees, oC 

Among the many “liberal” kettles, reproaching anti-Communist pots for not being m 
specklessly clean, I choose here the outstanding example of “Brigadier General’ Telford be 
Taylor, who in attacking McCarthy, in a speech to the New York Young Democratic Club by 
on January 19, said: ri 

“Witnesses have been intimidated to the point where the people don’t 

know what charges are brought against them and what accusations are dl 

meaningless!” h 
To appreciate the “humor” of this remark, one must know that under General Tay- l 


lor, who succeeded Justice Jackson as Chief Counsel for the U. S. prosecution at Nurem- 
berg, members of the American prosecution staff used methods to intimidate witnesses 
which Senator McCarthy’s greatest enemies have never accused him of employing against 
“Fifth Amendment Communists.” It was proved in court, at the trial of Von Weiszacher, 
that General Telford Taylor’s staff was using “evidence” against the accused obtained by 


the threat of handing’ over the prosecution’s chief ‘witness, Frederich' Gauss, to the Soviet 
government, should he refuse to testify as required. Thanks to Warren Magee, a Wash- 
ington attorney who went to,Nuremberg to defend the former German State Secretary, 
the truly shocking record. of the secret interrogation of Gauss, on March 6, 1947,. was 
made available to the court. In that interrogation, an American prosecution staffer had 
first told Gauss that he was wanted by the Russians and had then said: “If I could save 
my head, I would commit any perjury. You must help us to clear matters up.” The 
wretched Gauss abjectly begged, ‘Don’t extradite me to Russia.”” He was then told, ‘““Now 
you know our ways... get down to work and then we shall see.”’ 


A’ NUREMBERG physical torture was not resorted to, and the U. S. judges appear to 
have endeavored, within the narrow limits prescribed for them by the controlling di- 
rectives, to conduct fair hearings. But at Dachau, where the U. S. Army held its own “war 
criminal” trials, no holds were barred in the preliminary investigations, and the tribu- 
nals acted more like Soviet courts than American ones. These Army judges had been in- 
structed by an Army order dated Nov. 30, 1945, that “the purpose of the proceedings in 
Military Government Courts” was “the advancement of the political, military and ad- 
ministrative objectives” of our occupation. It was therefore hardly surprising that the 
accused were not told the charges against them until they appeared in court, that the 
judges collaborated with the prosecution to suppress evidence favorable to the defense, 
and that no oral or written judgments were ever issued; even some of those condemned to 
death did not know the reason why. 

One needs only to read the Simpson report, the hearings of the Senate Judiciary 
Committee in 1949, or the plea made to the Supreme Court by Colonel Everett of At- 
lanta, Georgia, (who was the United States defense attorney at the Dachau trial of the 
German soldiers accused of the Malmedy massacre), to realize that near-Communist meth- 
ods were used by the Army investigators, prosecutors and judges. Some German enlisted 
men, many of whom were teen-agers in 1945, are today still sitting behind bars at Lands- 
berg because they “confessed” to war crimes they never committed, after having been 
broken by months of starvation, beatings, or mental torture induced by threats against 
their families — methods similar to those used against Americans imprisoned in Korea by 
the Reds. Others were condemned on “evidence” supplied by intimidated witnesses who 
have since confessed that they perjured themselves. Some of the witnesses used at the other 
U. S. Army Dachau trials, have long since disappeared behind the Iron‘Curtain. 

While there is no doubt that Nazis committed atrocious crimes against humanity, the 
tragedy is that many more of the innocent than the guilty have been punished because of 
the illegal methods of investigation and prosecution and lack of trial by due process. 

In view of the above, it is today impossible to ascertain in the cases of many individ- 
uals we hanged, or among those who are still imprisoned today in the fortress of Lands- 







































berg, those who were actually guilty; and which of them were, or are, innocent men and 





women condemned on perjured testimony, or because they incriminated themselves under 
duress. Yet, none of our McLiberal Scribes and Pharisees demands that America’s cherished 


reputation for justice be restored in Germany, either by releasing our remaining prisoners, 





os ahe piticue . ; Vol. 
or by a thorough and unprejudiced re-examination of the evidence upon which they Aa 
were convicted. 
Cen 
NSTEAD, they accuse McCarthy of sympathy for the Nazis because, back in 1949, he 
ot p 


dared endeavor to secure justice for Germans. Senator Flanders the other day accused 


McCarthy of a “strange tenderness” toward Nazis. Various leftist publicists have claimed 


that Communist propaganda had prompted McCarthy to assert that Americans had tor- a 
tured Nazi officers. Actually, most of the Malmedy men were neither Nazis nor officers, § bod: 
and McCarthy got his information from the U. S. defense counsel, Colonel Willis M. | °° 
Everett, from German Catholic and Protestant Bishops and other unimpeachable sources, Bui 
Moreover, far from helping Communist propaganda in Germany, the fact that a United J toh 
States Senator dared to risk his political neck in order to see justice done in the Malmedy |"? 
case helped restore confidence in America among the Germans. . 
We know now for certain what some of us have long suspected, namely that Com- 
munists, or Communist sympathizers, assumed roles in the travesty of justice played out - 
at Dachau and at Nuremberg, where we collaborated with the Soviet judges to prevent 
the German defense attorneys from presenting evidence concerning Russian war crimes, Cle 
such as the Katyn forest massacre. Two of the former investigators at Dachau were ar- 
rested in Vienna more than a year ago as Soviet spies. 4 
Whether or not American Communists, or persons whose loyalty to the United States col 
is at least questionable, were mainly responsible for the un-American proceedings at } ™ 
Dachau, it is undeniable that McCarthy’s bitterest enemies are the same people who J y, 
voiced no objection when German prisoners were condemned to death, or life imprison- me 
ment, on evidence far less substantial than McCarthy has produced against his “‘victims,” “t 
who stand in no danger of any such severe penalties. y 
The Germans lucky enough to be released on parole, are told that they will be sent a 
back to prison, should they ever speak, or write, about their experience at our hands. We be 
shall probably have to wait till the Greek Kalends before any of McCarthy’s “‘liberal” " 
enemies protest against this curtailment of freedom of speech in the U. S. Zone of Ger- 
many; or become concerned over the fact that, while the witnesses upon whose testimony : 
our prisoners were convicted admit that they perjured themselves, the sentences of the fc 
U. S. Army courts in Germany continue to be ‘“‘final and conclusive.” p 
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